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Parkey, 

Thia morning my one-yhar old daughter CAWB dam with M allwic reaction to a vaccine ah. 
received laat m k .  
problem in 
a11 of which MtUrdlY takes UP -re tiau. 
both you and G r w  have blocked off the entim afternmm. 
imiuem at 3:OO p.m. 
wailable at 3:OO p a . ,  I will call at the. 

That killed a good portion of my morning, In any -t I am finding 
of  the haic itam which ware supposedly resolved earlier by agr-2, 

I will ba &la to discuss more 
BY the tone of your e-mil, I preauw that 

Therefore. unless you advise me that you and/or Greg are not 

- - _---- Origbl ynnge--=--- 
Prom: Jordm. P u W  ~MilteIParkSy. Jord.nQRellSouXh.~] 
Sent: Wedna#d.y, JUlY 03.  ZOO2 1:03 PI4 
TO: 'mnrk.bruch.ld#tia .com' 
Cc: lollrub.., 6- 
subject: Heating Wulnemday, July 3 

mrk, I received a measage from my secretary that you want to delay our meting that w u  
scheduled for 1:30 today until 3 : O O .  
on t w  a achedu1.d. 

earkey ~0rd.n 
lulleoUth hleccl.nuaicationa, Inc. 

We have a lot to cover end I think we need to Win 
We prefer to stazt the meeting at 1:30. 

404-335-0794 

1 
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Nark, I apologize for leaving issue 13 off the list. 
to the language BallSouth provided. 

we did discumn issue 13 and agreed 

Aa for the ca l l  flow diwatum, we discussed the diagram w i t h  mve, but ne i ther  Greg nor X 
haw any notem r o l l d n g  changes t o  the ca l l  flm. 
believe the call flow thst were attached to the document n a l l  the c a l l  flows BallSouth 
has, so I'm not sura vfiy DEW thinka them w MY miaming. 
identify missing c a l l  flown, wa vi11 uld thea, Md if ha mts  t o  proposa modificatinu to  
the ca l l  flown. H w i l l  look at them. 

Ile ware ~ c t i w  to have an emnil from you this porning outlining additional wastinu 
that you had no m could be& worUw on your ismws, but H haw not meivod .suching. 
M w i l l  arg.ct to hear from you a t  4:OO today. 

0arkayJood.h - 
mllsouth T.lecoeunications, Inc. 

Although H w i l l  check again. I 

In any event, i f  Dam can 

- - - - . - - 

/ 404-335-0794 

- - - - - O r i g i n a l  Nesmage----- 
Frroa: Euechele. l a r k  IP.ilto:usrk.BuecbaleOstia.coml 
Sent: Wochesday. July 03, 2002 7:25 FH 
To: 'J0rd.n. P u L s y ' i  Bwchola, Mark 
Cc: Follenmbee. Or-; N i l a m .  Dmw 
Subject: RE: July 3 Ilaating 

P l r k W .  

I n  clarification of your e-mil ,  with reapact to Issue E. I actually referred t o  Suwa'a 
pnding motion under Florida Rule of C i v i l  Procedure 1.540 (there is a subtle 
distinctim), but alno stated that notwithatanding t h m t  pending notion Supra wan willing 
to  ruOOtlata in good fa i th  frop BellSouth'm t-lata. 

W i t h  respect to  Issue 1, Supra feels ntrongly rbwt what was and was not arbitrated before 
t b  colrfuion .nd fnls that -11South's changes raiae naw issues. 
acknoylaclw that you vi& to d i n w s  t h i s  issue further.. 

W i t h  reapact t o  ~ n s w  7 ,  I was advised by David milaon that in ordar t o  a l i r i ru t e  the 
m n i b i l i t y  of having th. *Urn! Lou1 C a i l  Ilorn. be subject to- potantla1 cbanua in the 
future, Supra and ee118wth agrmd that they would attach m t u l l y  .QUE Znul C a l l  
Flow. diagramm t o  Atta-t 2 as an &bit. Itonce the  rmfeMca to  W i b i t  '8. in 
w a a r # u  2.17.4.3, 6 .3.2.2 and 6.3.2.3 in httachmcmc 2.  D.W M i l s o n  advlned p. that ha 
ud Greg ~011.nsk. talked about attaching (an an M 1 b i t ) m t r u l l y  agreed d r i e d  
wsiona of a11 96 ca l l  f l o w  diagram which wra on 8.11sc.uth's wb s i t e  last f a l l .  Aa I 
undarat8ud it,  m a d  upon modificationa war- t o  bo u& t o  them diagr- k f o m  UUy 
m e  included u UI W i b i t .  Although G r e g  and Dave r t u t c d  to negotiate the form of 
theme diagrams, becaue of the time crunch in th in  Docket, Greg and LUW a9-d to r O l O l v e  

Dave r w l y  loat track of fininhing t h i n  tamk. w i n g  our cWerSatim today. 0r.o 
Follasbee mentioned that mve still n8ede.d t o  apprm hir propored W b f t  'E'. 
Jam look a t  Grw's proporal. his f i r s t  collymt was tbat  the -bit did not contain a l l  
af the ca l l  flow diapr.s,  and for mMy of tha diagraw prwidd. prwioualy anred upon 
maficationa had not been made. Accordingly, I suggest that Dlve and Greg touch k s e  
h d i a t c l y  in order t o  hamner out  Exhibit -8 .  to A t t a c b t  1. 

1 

M~~erthele8s. wm 

th. .odifiC8tiOnB htU. With pSBage of tha hearing Md subSWOIlt dOCi.iOtlB, -09 md 
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----- Original Icemaage----- 
Pram: Jordan, Parkay [ M i l t o : P a ~ k a y . J o ~ Q B e l l S o u t h . C ~ i  
Sent: W e d n e s d a y ,  July 03, 2002 4:44 PM 
To: 'mrk.hecheleQmtie.com' 
Cc: Follarubee, Qreg 
Subject: July 3 Xwting 

mrk, thim is to confirm our agre6wnte/discuamiona during our nwotiationa today. 

Imaue A - agreed imsue was  w i t h d r a w n  ( i .e . ,  no language nacesaary). 

Imaw B - agreed that tho B.11South tenplate waa wed as per the order (subject t o  Supra's 
outetading -tion for reconaideration). 

tmm.~e 1 - OPgl for further dimanmion. 

Issue 2 - a#md with language in GlT Section 18, mubjoct t o  c b g i n g  ATLT refumcem t o  
hers, and .ubj.ct to  changing the language in tho l l t h l l l t h  l ine  of Sacti013 18.1 to read 
'. . . reardod umage dmta am described elm.*fren in thie  Agr-t.' 

raeue'l - agreed to  ch8age the language in the third pnragraph of the mettl.armt laWum7e 
(Act  2, Section 2.6)  to read am follow#: *When Supra plrchaeee an unbundled loo0 or a 
W't/loop cdbinstion, MllSouth w i l l  not b i l l  Supra T. l .com the ond umer camon line 
h.r(lms ( m o a m t h m  referred t o  me the subscriber l ine charge), aa referenced in Att4c-t 
., Section 3.25, of thim Agreement. supra may b i l l  i t ' m  end umera the end wer c- 
.ine -8: 
mxfirwtion of the cal l  f low i n  Exhibit B. 

.hue 9 - agreed eo language in the agre-nt. 

Ile -04 tht you vould end um 'Weation. You Friday mOmin9. and we will talk Friday a t  4:OO t o  continue 
2 

- 

The r-inder of the language ia agreed to, rubject t o  Daw Nihon'r 

mbrmtand that you will be i n  depoeitione all day Friday. 

Page E47 



' o w  discuaaione. 

..... t.*....~*..~.*.***~*~*~~~~.*~~~~*****..~****.***.*****...*~.9....~,.*.. .....*...... 4* . . . 9 * .~ . *~4~~~~4 . .~~*~ .~*~* * . . . . . * * . * . * * * . * .9 . . .~ * . * * * * *  

-me inforration tr-ttd is Intended only for the person or mt i ty  to  which i t  is 
addreasod and MY C-taLo confidmntial, proprietary, and/or priviiegrd material. &zy 
raV1.w. mtrmaission. d i s d n a t i o n  or other uae of,  or taking of my action in rmlLnce 
upon, this in for nu ti^ by persona or entities othar than t& i n t d  recipient is 
prohibited. If you received thia In error, please contact the sender and delete the 
mterial frm a l l  e m t a r s . .  

3 
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Fmm: 
sml: 
To: 
cc: 
subject: 

Parkey. 

I disagree w i t h  Y O U  O - n d i l .  but do not wiah to engage i n  unnecesarry vnmgling a t  thia 
t ime.  
concerning BcllSouth. 
and it did not conclu& u n t i l  the mid-afternoon. 

A. you Imor. I m a  a t  the Florida Public Service Coamiasion yesterday on a meter 
Unfortunately I warn the only  wnon available to  attend that mnttu 

for th tha nacuury to rwia the document, awn yat haw conc.d.dly on snnrsl 
ocCaSionS. that - OJU mth is not enough t h  t o  adequately m i w  M d  c-t On 

pSOC08S is trking. 
-1lSouth.s p r ~ p ~ # d  changes. 

-reovu. M i t  staada, the partie. are currently at a -DO on s-a1 iuuea 
involving it- that eithar -re: (a) proviowly ruled uooo by the Col lpi lLion;  (b) wue . 
reflect the parties' prior -'is. 
aad seeks t o  unilaterally f i l e  A document on maday, it w i l l  
and understanding that the document does not incorporate both agreed changes d tha 
comatsaion'a prior rulings. 

In any event. I hw told your secretary to  achedule a conferar.ce ca l l  for  4:OO p.m. today 
t o  continw our dimcusaions. 
t h m  a t  the arbitration proceeding yaking place bet- Bellsouth M d  supra i n  Atlanta. 
H o * o y . r ,  I t rust  you will be available for the conference c a l l  thia afternoon. 

ma. 

So I do not appreciate your cements u to how long the 

- 
.uDpo*ad M b V 0  W D 8 d  Upon PmtOluly but a-tly -0 not# M d  (C)  do Mt 

./r Thua i f  8.119arth maintains i t a  current position 
w i t n  the f u l l  knwledge 

I knou you and G r e g  Pollensbe are currently apanding your 

-----original msnqc----- 
~mm: Jordan, Parkey I~ilto:Puk~.JordanOBellSouth.CDM] 
salt: *.dn..d.Y, July 10. 2002 8:12 AM 
To: '-ole, Bark'; Jordan, Perkey 
cc: ?ollMsbee, Grsg; arilaoa, unvs 
Subject: RE: July 5th .ad July 8th Meetings 

#ark, I diwree that you have found nwmrow miat.kaa in the document we sent YOU. 
ham pquested change. to language t o  which the partima had already rgmd, and we haw 
lccolod. fed your chaw- where possible. 
mm wrnd to that a s  wll. 
woint &ve+..Il substantiw. 
Lacorroct. 

L. for  th. f i l ing  deadline of July 15th. Bellsouth intuada t o  a-t a f i led  
Der the CoaJsaioa'a or&r. In our opinion, you and your client. haw not mrkd in wood 
iaith t o  coq la t e  your review of the awe-t. 
Nbtantiva discuasiona. and you haw achduled meetings t o  review only two Ot three 
.amas at a tire. Th. only i a s w s  and language you haw &M r w i w i n g  is the settl-t 
.anmug* t o  which the parties agreed in October of 2001 or earlier. 
-t regudins IkllSouth's incorporation of the Ccmrdssion's Order. While I WSm that 
avim of the do-t takes tim, neither you nor your clieats have investel a n a r o ~ l a  
mount of tiu in tha review rmcess. our first ~chadulcd wt ing  ma June 17, marly a 
math prior to the ordered deadline t o  have a signed apr-c. 
U f f i C i Q l t  fo r  You to h ~ w  reviewed the entire agrement, ccrmncnted and worked with 
9 to resolution. 

You 

I do not kli.vr the changes you hve rawstd up M thia 
~hru ,  I t~nk your characterization o f  the -t is 

You have also askod for  reaumtoring, .nd *. 

as 

Your client. have not W t i c i p . t e d  i n  .ny 

You have no 

Th.t is certainly 

1 
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Parkey JO- 
BellSouth "olecoomunicationr, Inc. 
400-335-0794 

-----0rigiMl Message----- 
prm: auechle. nark I~iltO:~k.BuechaleOatia.com] 
sent: wonday, July OB. 2002 6:OO Pu 
To: 'Jordan, Parkey'; Buechele, Hark 
Cc: Foll~~sbae, G r e g ;  Pihon. Dra 
Subject: RB: July 5th and July 8th Meetings 

Parkw. 

I am in receipt of your e-mil of this afternoon. 
cagclre your e-mil to 9y notes Which I will try to do tomorrwl, I uurted to c-t 
further 011 our conversation of this afternoon. 

earlier. 

second, I advised you that I saw Nancy White's latter to m o l d  I(cL.ur oL the FPSC and 
u k s  offense to that letter. 
takw to go through tbase docurants. 
thrcugh the documents, but atated that Supra ahould have started thin process back in 
W c h  1001 .  

Third. aa you know, tiure have beon a nrunkr o f  discr.pmciea in t h  document propomad by 
Ba11South. 
review the documplt. mistakes atill have fallen through the cracks. Indeed, referencing 
miatakea even ucist in Greg Pollensbees cross-reference. rpart f r m  slowing the process 
a, miatakas in the cross-reference instantly cause .yebrors to raise since ths croaa- 
reference is 8wpos.d  to accurately identify all change8 M&. 

Wing our conversation this afternoon, I adviaad you that realistically it might take an 
extra w k  or two to finimh reviewing and discusaing the proposed agr-t in to order to 
\n t i zY ita accuracy with the parties' prfor agre-ts and the C a n i s m i m a '  o r d u n .  Y o u  
respmae wms that 8ollSout.h would not work one day past July 15th on this -t 
bcaume Supra should hve begun this process back in Y.rch. I etatad that it mulo M 
a- to t.*o such a position because it is in nnryone'a best intemmt to wrk through 
a11 of ths issue. and that if Supra continues to work on the agr-t past July 15th. 
t m r l S o u t h  should not turn a deaf ear to Supra. 
.tat 
your proporred auroemmt by July 15th. 

Finally. I advised you that I will be on the road tonorrow, but that parhapa wm Can 
cmtinue going over iaeues momtime in the afternoon. I advised you that I would h a w  
YOU a wsaaga in the early afternoon with a proposed time for continuing our discussiom. 

WEB. 

Although I have not yet beon a b h  to 

~ - . - - - 
First, I a&Md you tlmt supra h.d apSwr&tly nude m o m  proposed call flow diagram - 

I vi11 f o m r d  you a c o w  as m o o n  as I am able. ,Pa 

Obviously Ma. White how. very little about how much t i w  it 
You conceded that it takes a long tima to work 

I raise this point -use even with the time taken by BallSouth to rmvise and 

You than rmtractmd your poaitim and 
that BellSouth does not kncu what it will do if the parties cannot finish reviawing 

I trust Bellsouth will be a little more flerlble &a . 
a..m(lrrp. 

Frm: J o h ,  Park& [mailto:Parkey. JordanOBellSouth.COn1 
Sent: Wonday. July 08 .  2002 4:19 PH 

2 
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on July 5th.  the parties agreed am follows: 

Iamue 14 - agreed that the issue was withdravn t o  address in the c o n t a t  of Issue 2%. 

Ismue 17 - w e  89r-d that BellSouth included the agreed upon language in Section 9 .1  of 
the General ~ E P I .  

Iaaue 25A - tm agreed th.t the isme waa withdrawn by supra. 

Issue 25 B - th. Wrtie. Wraed that the language agreed t o  in the sattl-t m a  
incorporated into the dontlP.nt. 

I underatand that You baliew your apeanent with immuem 17 aud 25A u o  mubjwt t o  your 
reviewing the r0uaind.E Of tho We-t for  other relatad or pomsibly conflicting 
lMWW0. 
bawd upon MY other lmauagu in the agreunt .  

Ee11S0uth k l i M a  f A u t  tha partiem did not mettls or wi thdraw those i snum 

- - - - 

c" Ismue 26 - Supra rmaU0.t.d m M T . 1  cbangem. EellSouth a g m d  to  modify tho last lino of 
section 1.16.7 of Attacbunt 2 to chauge .opticma ae t  forth above. t o  'options set forth 
in this Section 2.16.' 
Attachment 10 t o  Add t o  the beginning of the msttl-t language, 'Notwithotanding this 
A t t a c h n t  10, . . .' 8.llSouth a h 0  agreod t o  modify the last line Of Section 2.16.1 to  
change 'following options. to 'following options met forth in Sections 2.16.1.1, 2.16.1.2 
or 1.16.1.3 balw.' 
1 . 1 6 . 1 . 2  and 1.16.1.3, respectivdy. 

Imsw 27 - the parties agreed t o  ronumbar Attachmnt 3, Section 1.6.4, t o  Section 1.7. 
lollowing psragrsphs w i l l  be renumband accordingly. 
refuenca to intr.WTA to l l  that -re added t o  tho mettlemnt language. Whether theme 
refuoncu  should or should not be included was subject to the parti- agreed upon 
definition of local t ra f f ic  for  purpoaea of reciprocal ccqmruation under t h i s  agrement. 
Subject t o  check with Greg Pollensbee, w e  can remove thome references t o  intr.WTA tol l .  

Them t w o  issue8 VU. the only m o m  discumaed on July E t h .  
toolorrow t o  l o t  ma what t h  you would lib t o  meet tomDtlOV afternoon. 

Almo, EellSouth agreed t o  modify tho msttl-t languagm in 

We w i l l  then renumbor Section. 1.16 .2 ,  2.16.3 and 2.16.4 t o  2.16.1.1, 
2.16.5 and following will be renumbered accordingly. 

suprn almo inquired am to tho 

You w i l l  call or page no 

Jordan 
hl l&uth  Telacwmnmicati.ms, Inc. 
404-~3S-0194 

i - ....... ~*..~........I..tt......*~*.*..~~****.*'**.....*.~~*o.*."**~*~***.*o.*~ 
~..~...~..~...................t.t......~~*.~.~...~~...~~.~...~.*.~..... 

The information t r u u r i t t a d  is intondod only for  the permon or ontity to which i t  is 
.ddrusod and any contain confidential, proprietuy, and/or privileged umtorial. Any 
Wiw. retransmission, d i s s d n a t i o n  or other use of ,  or taking of any action i n  reliance 
Ipon. this informtion by persons or entities Othm than the intended recipiont is 
Prohibited. I f  you rmcsivod thim i n  error, please contact the sender urd delete the 
P.teri.1 f r m  a11 couputers: 

3 
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F W :  
Salt: 
To: 
ce: 
Sub- 

mrk, m y  email to YOU on July 11 (below) was not intmdod to confirm that you had agrwd 
with deleting all references to IntraLkTA toll in Attachment 3. It n m  -rely to oxplain 
to you why the Intr-TA toll reforence was not in the aettl-t iang~ge for i m u e  27 
and why thole references throughout the Attachment are almo inappropriate. rn 
un&ratanding, and GrW'8,  WM that you agreed to deletion of those refs-em CUI our July 
11 call, which took placr after I emt the klou email to you. You stated today, July 12, 
that you had not aWrnd tO much a deletion. I will s m d  you a maporat. a i l  C m f i d n p  
the renolution of issue. dismimed in OUT ~ u l y  11 and July 12 mooting.. 

A. for Immue 1. I merrly propomed differont langunge, pulled directly from the 
c d m i i m ' i  order, in an effort to remolw that imsua. 
rejecting that language.. and an much, thoro is no noad to rehuh oncr again tb. parties' 
pomitions. 

I agree with your Jintiug of imruem dimmuad on theilth, urd u mtatod .boM, I will 
confirm out agt-tm in a maparate mail. 
egr& on Inmuem 10 and 49, I would clammity Ismue 29 with tho other.. 
the contmct to which you diUg?u im languagr that BollSouth h a m  offered t o  dlOV Supra 
to order witching at rsrket bwod ratem whan BallSouth im not obligatod to provide 
witching at all. BellSouth i a  not willing to agree to tho additional l m ~ ~  you 
propsad, which would obligato BallSouth to chaege the morket bmmed ratem without an 
-t to the wr-t in the went Supra diacovsra that another CLBC h a m  lower mnrket 
b a d  ratem. This language im not an imoue in the arbitration, nor d o a m  it rOlat8 t o  
aaytkdng BellSouth i m  obligated to provide. 
Cdssion'm order on imuo 29 im not the hnguaqe to which you did not agree. 

Par- Jorbn 
BallSouth Telecomunications, Inc. 
404-335-0794 

I undorsturd that yar a m  

- - 

milo I generally agree that v. haw not 
Tho l~guawa i n  

Th. contract language that inCOWratE# tlu 

I bw not raviwod your e-mnil of July 11th (attached below) for cWaI1stO aCCUIaCY with 

tb -let. -1 of a11 refermce to .IntraLATA' within a'3aC-t 3 .  
Wstioned *hy th. 8ettl.nunt language dealing with phymical points Of intmrc-ction did 
not  =far to .IntraLaTA.. 
be removed or r a d  e l m ~ r o  in the attachment, then I wuld be ham to look at y n ~  
?mpoul. uowever, your c-t on thim i m w e  d o e m  not accurately ref1.ct our 
: m r u t i m s .  
tslrpwoc of thin attachmnt, thou wo need to work through thim matter further. 

314 tmlato filed with the PPSC. 
JOuld be forced into conrwrcial arbitration. 

discruainw the propom& agreement. 

notrm of our prior dimcwmiona. Howover, I note t h t  on immue 27, I n-r .gr..d to 
I h d  d Y  . 

I m i d  that if you thowht t b t  tho t a m  .IntraLATw n O . b d  I3 

Nwert€mleas, if you believe that there im my inco-imtmw i n  t b  

for Issu. 1. BellSouth newr sought frtm the FPSC. any e w e  to the language found in 

In fact, you origimlly agreed to change tb 

Thc only i n m e  litigated Y a m  whether or not the parti- 
You wan a-tted am much when we firmt 

1 
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ISnguage W k  to  the tcnplate. but then la te r  recanted your agr-t. ynforturutdy, 
SWM C-Ot aCCWt rn-inp but the original t e l a e 0  1Mgll.O. on this ismW. 

on mother mt t e r .  msterday afternoon (July 11th) we wt for apprDxi.utely one 00.- 
half hour.. uso y. diSCuS..d 
issues 53. 55. the agr0.d pOrtioD of issue 57 dealing with PSIW and PIC, tha agN.d 
portion of issue 18 b a l i n g  with rawle and collocation. and issues 5 md 10. 
haw not  YOt 0WMiZ.d 011 Of W notes with respect to  these issues and thus w i l l  not deal 
with specifics now 1 *ill note that snnm differences of opinion wist 00 issue 29 ion 
using market rates off*r'.d t o  other carrier.), issue 49 (on Ballsouthfr's i n t a t  to  t o m  
DSL subscrib.rs to 
carrier com-mtion). and issue 10 ion mra's consant t o  the w e  of W(L oquiamt ea 
current Md future mm loops, and notification when BallSouth intent. t o  install the old 
MXL card. on resale linesl. 1 will also note thet 
language modifications which have not yet beon W r i a 1 i z . d ) .  

Per our agre-t, rn are to d i s w s  these mmtters fur- a t  4:OO p.m. today. 
Th.rrafter. I intent t o  draft a l i s t ing  of a l l  the issues covered t o  &to, with ray 
understanding of our agre-ts and the currant iu&m880.. 
further on your prior e-mils ( to  the extent any further ccaumt is n e d d l .  

m. 

A t  that tbm W ta1k.d again .bout issues 27, 29 urd 49. 

Althoush I 

a sapsrate voice l i n e  to retain their DSL service and related 

agreed t o  savera1 other changes and 

A t  that point 1 will c-t 

- -----OrigiMl l(lSsa0.----- - - 
h a  Jordan, P U k W  Ipai l to:P~k.y .Jo~OBsl lSouth.CDII l  
Sent: Thursday. JUly 11, 2002 8:15 AH 
TO: %ark.hechmle@stis.com' 
Cc: Pollenmbse. O W  
subject: July 1 0  Meting 

mark, th i s  is t o  confirm our discuasions today regarding the new BallSouth/Swra 
interconnection agr-t: 

Isaue 4 - Supra agrees with ttm propomed agre-t. 

Issw 29 - BallSouth h u  included hnguage in  the agre-t that  allows Supra t o  
wchesing suitchina a t  -kat rates in those arms where, pursuant t o  KX d PP8c 
regulatim. BallSouth im not required to  provide switching at uta! rates.  
iasue o p ~  t o  check with Paul Turner t o  confirm that Supra wants the abi l i ty  to  purchrr 
switching -re BallSouth is not rewired to  provide it. If Supra does not want that 
ability, BallSouth is willing to  r- the lauguage and associated market rates. 

supra left  this 

Iauw 31 - 8ellSouth . g r d  t o  delete from the l a s t  sentence in AttaCchmant 2. Section 
6.3.1.2. *locations served by BellSouth's locsl  c i rcu i t  switchem, which a r e  In the 
following wsu: n i d ,  m; orlando. PL; Ft. ~.uderd. le ,  K* and subs t i t u t e  in  l ima thanof 
*those locations spec i f id  in Sections 6.3.1.2.1 and 6.3.1.2.2 below: 

Issu; 35 - supra agrees with the propomad agr-t. 

Issue 4 1  +&llSouth a g r d  rn r-e the added wud-*Altsrnate'-in Section 12.2.1 Of tb. 
Q8n8ral hrmm. 

Issue 44 - supra agrees w i t h  the propomad agre-t. 

Imsue 45 - supra agrees with the proposed agreement. 

18s- 48 - supra agrees with the proposed agr8-t. 

Issum 51 - ml1south agr0.d to repeat a11 tha language in A t U C h m c n C  1, Sections 3.16 and 

Attachment 1 dl1 have to be rodifjed to add mhibit A of Attachment 2 for rubai68i01l of 
L9R. other than resale). BellSouth also ~ ~ e d  to  add a aentance in  the 1-0 h 
mta-t 7 stating tb.t ra te l  for the ordorbg interfaces other than reaale are in 
m i b i t  A of Attachment  2 .  

- 

3.16.1, in  A t t a C l Q e n t  7 ,  Saction 3.6 (the r e f e n c e  t o  m i b i t  A in SeCtiOIl 3.16 Of 
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~ m u a  27 - on July 8 *. discunsed removing the reference to  -tr&ATA t o i l  t ra f f ic  in th 
settlement 1-w in A t t a c h m e n t  3. we w i l l  ramme tho refe-e there md in tho othor 

contained a definition of Local Traffic that did not includo a11 traffic .xchurp.d within 
tho YATA. Th. partiem ~w-d on a d i f f u e n t  definition of ~oc.1 Traffic ( i .e. ,  that a11 
traff ic  0rigiMt.d and t8IQiMt.d in  the U T A  other than t r a f f i c  d o l i w n d  0v.t switched 
A C C ~ S ~  arrw-tr would be conoidorad local for  purposes of reciprocal carrpauatim) . 
With that 
tho p.rtias, so 8uch mferonC80 should come out of the a=-t, jus t  am they vmro 
removed frola the sattl-t language. 

f i n a l  ssrwmmt. 
this insru, B.llSouth proponem to  nplaca the 1-e i n  Section 16 of tho Bmeral Torma 
with languop directly fra tho Corninsion'. odor: 
mnolution of disputes u i n i n g  out of th io  -t is baforr tho Florid. Public Somica 
CtXd.. iOtX.  

Cmgmd I w i l l  k, availublerL4:OO today. July 11. to  diewas additional ismuem. 

PuW JOrdrn 
mlllouth Nlecomuications, Inc. 

aecthIS Of A t t A c w t  3 .  % -t OrigiMllY progo8.d urd f i led  with th C d n B i F  

there w i l l  no longer k an exchnp. of IntraIATA t o l l  t ra f f ic  betwen 

1s.W 1 - 0x8 JUnE 28 .A di8CUSS.d the hmlm Of dispute ro8Olution .nd did not CaP. t o  a 
In M effor t  t o  ruch agr0-t ao t o  tho Cc~minsion's orbr rrg.rding 

appropriate forum for  th. 

- - - 

404-335-0794 

............................................................................ ...................................................................... 
'The inforvt ion transmitted i s  intondod only for  the person or ent i ty  to  which it i s  
addruaed d YY contain confidmatial, proprietary. and/or privileged material. Any 
mi-. rrtronaianion. dinseminat ion or other use of, or taking of any A c t i o n  in relioacs 
UDOXl, t h i s  i n f o I p . t h I  & persons or entitien other thon the intended rOCipiOnt i 6  
prchlbited. I C  YOU roceiwd this in error, please contact the sender and doleto the 
Il.tedi.1 ftcDl a11 CcrputOrO.' 

. 
,,,e' 
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Parkey. 

I beg t o  differ with YOU. You have not continued t o  ask for anything. 
a copy of those call f low? 

Do you a t i l l  vant 

NEB. 

-----Original Imamage----- 
ham: Jo&. P8rk.y Clui1to:Park. Jord.nOBallSouth.CoW1 
Sent: Il0nd.y. July 15. 2001 4 :09  p11 
TD: *Buechele, *IC'; J0rd.n. P a w  
cc: C O l l a U b a a .  e-; U i l 8 o n .  Dnn 
subject: M: July 11th md 12th Neat-. 

lark, j u t  u you diaawree with w e-mils. I diaagree with your.. main, I-aee no mint . - 
in continuing to  r a s h  them i s ~ s .  

are mint of note. howvat. relater to the call f l a n .  I agrre that  you offord aa urly 
u July 3 t o  provide w the call f l w  you think are accurate, and y. have continued to 
request tbem. M date. w haw not received rnyuling fram you. W e  have told you that n 
do not ham UIY o t h u  call f l a n  in our file. that are different from what w prwi6.d you 
w i t h  our Propa& -re-t. urd we told you that if you would send U. the ca l l  flow. you 
think are accurate. we w i l l  review than. 
not tell ing us why or providing a counter is umeles.. 

On a different topic. jut as informtion, in the agre-t that BellSouth w i l l  f i l e  with 
the C a r i u i o n  today. t o  remove a contontinu issue frorn the agre-t, we have inmertd 
today's date in tba preamble of the agreement. 

Parkay Jordan 
8.11Soutb hleconmmicationa, Inc. 

- - 

- 
'* ' 

# 

Telling us you dieagree with our proposal, but 

104-335-0794 

-----Origi-l Noamgo----- 
?rm: swcb.le, lurk Iruilto:l(lrk.Bwchele~stia.coml 
iQt: noday. July 15. ZOO2 12:35 Pn 
Po: 'JpraUr, Parkey'; Bruchele, Wark 
!e: Fdhnabae, Greg; Nilmon,  Daw 
iubjact: RE:. July 11th .Id 12th nwtinga 

'.rW. 

- z - 

di~grue with  virtually a l l  of yuur e - d l  of chi. morning. 
n your .-mil i a  that -1lsoOuth refuses to  continue negotiating the follw-on 
hich both you atid Or- Collenm.~ concoded on Friday i a  a mess. 
hatevor a m t  is f i led IMICO. some: but supra does! 
est interest t o  have a ma8 of an agre-t, particularly one which haa n-r boon a m d  
m. 
nfo r twte ly ,  m11South's tactic appear. to be to  force UI umrorkablc, non-agreed, 
ntlrconnrction am-t uoon Supra which doas not even reflect the Corrmismion's prior 
u l h s  on those matters which had not p m i n u l y  k . n  agreed to  in  principal. W. both 

that anything BellSouth f i lea  w i l l  be 1~c~ing1.s.. and w i l l  eerva no other purp0.e 
m a  t o  formant wre unnecessary l i t igat ion.  A tactic Bcllsouth appears t o  b only a l l  

The only t h i w  I a-0 w i t h  

Ba1180uth .yY not CLT. if 
Indeed. it ie in BEllwth'. 

1 
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-----Original Mommaw----- 

To: 'Buechele, Wk'; Jordan, Parkey 
cc: ? o l l ~ .  Greg; Ililmon. mv8 
Subject: RB: July 11th and 12th metinam 

y u k ,  I don't b e l i n n  YOU e r s t a n d  Imme 27. 
D d l F i c a t i o M  wad to k rrd. t o  A t t a c h a n t .  2 and 3. 
w t o  &lete.tha ref-em t o  I n t r u m  t o l l  in A t t . C l n m n t  3 , - c o ~ i s t a n t  with th. 

you kfore ,  Attadumat 2 cmrm Supra's ab i l i ty  t o  offer  LATA-wido local calling to i t m  
md umera when wing 8.1180uth'm switch - a switch Ut im configurd for  8.118outh'm 
local calling u u m .  
putiom for t ra f f ic  0xchaw.d in a facilitiom-hmed onvironawnt. 
Traffic t o  which the putiem u l t l u t e l y  agrwd ancanpumos a l l  call. w i t h i n  the U T A  
(other than switched acwmo). Thum, there w i l l  bo no IntraLATA t r a f f i c  batweon tha 

~ u t i m s ,  and referencon to  IntraLATA t r a f f i c  that acc0lqPuri.d the original proposal u o  no 
lmmr applicable. 
mde to the Attachmat.. A# for the c a l l  flown. m klinn that the c a l l  flan w 
pr0po.d  M cormct. Par a convarsation k t w w n  G t . 0  F o l l ~  and Lava Wilmon last 
m k .  0r.o added an oncbwte t o  tha c a l l  flown regarding end office muitching ratem for  
call tranmprt and tormination 4 for Lmxm being equal. -spite 8.11South'm r a q w m t m .  
Supra h a m  not providad MY other ca l l  f l a n  or other information indicating .ny chnp.8  
that ware t o  be nudo t o  tho ca l l  flon. Thum, re do not know why Supra thinkn th. call 
flon need modification. 

hm for the taxplate. EallSouth had originally proposed t o  Supra where we would place a11 
Of tha mettlrmt IMgunge in the 8.11South t-late. 
kuammnt containing the mettl-t language t o  the extent we included a refor- for tho 

w coafwion Supra m y  be exporioncing fa due a t  learnt in part t o  its r e f u u l  t o  allow 
8.118outh to include a m f o m c e  (and t o  d i s w m  plac-t of the language a t  th. t iu  it 

c-ts rmpnling tho DSL imme MY mi l  bn self-serving as int.ad.d. k r t  thw ham 
10 h i m  -fact or rulity. 
Ln i t m  or@. 
Mch k1lSmt.b would cmtinue t o  prwlb. D ~ L  0v.1 ~ B - P  line., nor could it ham or&& 
1 D r o w m m  bud on the rmcord in the arbitration. 
r 0 r b . l  propowl to include language in tha mgr-t re lat ing to  the procemm to b. 
1 t i l i x . d  and other 1aaguage that vu not inchdad in tha order. 
-tly w h m t  that proceam im end how it w i l l  k Iq1.Pmt.d. BallSouth h a m  Mt - f u n d  to 
nclud. the lauguago from the order, and in fact, our gropom.1 quote. directly frOr the 
lrdar. 

BollSouth d o e m  not klim that 
- Th. only changa mllsouth propwd . 

Wtt1-t for 1S.U. 27. I ha- -labud th.t l B N a  n U r Y  t h - 0 .  M I hW told 

,P* 
Attachment 3 demcrikm interconruction and corprrut ion kt- eh. 

Tha dofinition of Local 

We 60 not oprre, nor did w mtate, tht any other c h ~ g w  n..d t o  ha 

Supra would not A m o  t o  MY 

ktachvnt and SRCtiOa. 8.11SOUth i m  mt confused am t o  where the 1M-P f i t s  b m t .  a 

nyclutiatOd,. 

m l l w t h  h a m  not c l a w  tht the C o m b m i o n  m6 a J m U h .  
BellSouth rwrrly s ta t& that the Conrimmion did not order a procum by 

Md ndlsouth merely roj*Ct.d W l p r r ' m  

we do not how Yot 

Your allegations regarding this i m m w  M conpletely falme. 

h11south doc. t o  f i l e  an agrement today, urd we moo no need t o  continue 
l i r u u i o n r  w i t h  supra a t  t h i s  point. I f  the Camierion orders the partier t o  continue 
'egotintionr, we w i l l  do so. 

FllSouth hu nwer mtated t h a t  there h a m  not bean sufficient time to  rOV~W/nWOtiatO tha 
:in41 aQre-t in th i s  case. I w i l l  perhag. agree that Supra, by w i f i n g  U n t i l  July 10 

2 

Page ,536 



&ll&uth ~leconmmicationa, Inc. -- 
404-335-0194 

-----Original &..age----- 
F m p :  Buechala. Wrrk tMilto:~rk.BuecheleOatia.com] 
Sent: Y0nd.y. July 15. 1002 9:27 AM 
To: 'Jordan, Parkay'r Buechele, Mark 
Cc: F o l l ~ .  Greg~ Nilaon, Daw 
Subjr t :  RE: July 11th and 12th Meetings 

P u k w .  

I just recoirnd your e-ri l  (belw), and have not yet bean able to  reviaw your 0 - 4 1  for 
:-loto accuracy with our prior convuraationa. Nevertholeaa. I wiah to  make m- ROiota 
md c-ts becau~e of the position we are now in.  

r i r a t .  I w i l l  not. thmt on Friday, with reapect t o  Iaaue 1 7 ,  v. discusam3 the fact  that 
:& luwuwo a g r d  up00 in %ptomber/OCtobr 2001 waa t o  rPp1i.d in concept t o  both the 

Snoir-t aud whom supra prwidea service thrargh interconnected hlpra m@mt. 
rbw cmceptully,  both attachmnta 1 and 3 were t o  b. modified. Hcuovar, BdlSouth'a 
lttamwted -1-tation waa to  d l a t e r r l l y  break .put the a g m d  language and R h e a  it 
tn aithor A t U c b m t  1 or Attacb.ant 3 (but not in both). 
'wlimd thot mro n w d m  t o  k dorm t o  both AtLtUcbmmtm 2 and 3 i n  o d o r  t o  . c c U r . t O l Y  
r f loc t  t-tatt of th. put ioa'  -ta in 8rgtmbor/atober 2001. 
wooing upon tho dotaiir  of flu [PR ca i i  f l q .  (which wero n- reso1v-l). D+h 

la tad that to  effectuate t h i a  conc-t. wvor.1 ID- provision. ne.d.6 t o  b. Ipy.d from 
bttacb.nc 3. 
ccurate. and that =I. uork WM neodod on them two attaCh.YIlta than jut the of 
he a n n r a l  proviaions you auggeated. 

Additionally. on Friday w both 

Awt f- tha 

W W 2 b m t l  rioadod to rofloct th. C o I I c . p t  of LATA-rL& 1-1 U l l h .  Q1 h i d 4  Yar 

"hereafter w both recognlzod that your auqgoation waa not Caploto or 

a r e t r o a w t ,  this problem haa a r i s e n  becauae the partiea orig-llr did not haw a 
-lato fraa which thoy were working from and thus WM discussing pr-aed l.nOrU#e 
e l e t  cmceptm. which la te r  needed t o  be inplemontd. haurrr no taplate wu baing 
ont-ulated. the put iea  did not .pacify whom 1.ngruga waa t o  be inaerted and what 
otcntially conflictine 1.nquage needed to  be removed from any e x i a t h g  t . n g l A t E .  In 
act. Iame B, regarding uhich tanplate t o  begin from, w u  only added as M i i s w  for 
-in@ j u s t  before the haring began in l a t e  s a p t a r  2001. It therefore i a  ma wonder 

3 

. 
*." ,' 



that 8s of 1a.t Frid.y. there wam u t i l i  coruiderable confumion + bo- ~ i l s o u t b  .nd auor. 
as to w h a t  needed to  be dona in AttachPmt. z rpd 3,  i n  order t o  pmp.rly -1-t tln 
conmet. a m 4  upon i n  SeDt.nb.r/Oetobar 2001. 

on ieaue 49 (DSLI. BellSouth C l a h  thet the Florid. Public Service ComP1Lssion mad. a 
niatake in  not k i n g  -r* B g . c i f i c  i n  i t m  Roconmideration Order .nd that  nd16outh 
t o  the resann the riuht to refume to provide d - w o r m  FuUccess (or MY othor DSL 
service) over tlm m m m  telaphoru l ine which provides voice marvice. Although BdlSouth 
clairrm t o  have not Wt  decided how to  inp1-t the C d m n i o l u '  order on the DSL i m m m .  
it i m  d m P U t d  that BellSouth W i l l  refume to provide ad-warm DSL over the m . Y  LWX 
line which provid.m the end-umer voice marvice. mice ~ . i i s w t h  MfUSOS t o  Idd lmuuaip 
which mtatem that it w i l l  not disconuact the DSL service being provided on mw voice 1 h . m  
converted to Suvra. 

I w i l l  also note that I *ought t o  continw discussing further iasuem, but tht you and 
G r e w  aan0unc.d that  SdlSOUth muld not continue further negotiations on the follcu-on 
a w l :  unlearn ordered to  Q 80 tv the Florida public service c d s m i o n .  Y o u r  rational 
for rmfusiw to  -em i n  luw further nwotiat iom and discu;.miona i m  that the C d m s i o n  
ha. met forth a July 15th deadline and that BollSouth has decided that i t  is goiw to f i l a  
m o p t h i n g  QII that &tee and then s H L  t o  be relinnd of i t m  currant agreemat w l t b  Supra8 
immpactiva of whether or not the document f i l d  accurately incorporatom the Coarimmim'm 
0rd.r. or the wtiu' prior aar-tn. I adviaad you that L dimagree strongly w i t h  t h i m  
approach, and that i n  the end, BollSouth's position w i l l  only s .nn  t o  delay furthar 
*laantation Of a follow-on agrerwlrt. 

You and f&W c0nc.d.d that it *.I Lporsiblo to fininh our d i m a s m i o m  and n w o t h t i w  
w i t h i n  the tim mriod provided by the Florida public service cramismion, but that it mm 
Supra's fault f o r  not having m t a r t e d  thim ~IUC~ES back i n  I(.rch 2001. You .nd Qrw m t a t a d  
that i n  your at9erience the procems of nmgotiating a f inal  agrNp.IIt can take month af ter  
a final ruling. and that im why BellSouth m a t  i t a  f i r s t  version of the propomad -t 
back in  Iluch. 2002. 
but that I have devoted a Nbatantial .mount of tim and ef for t  during the h m t  lDILth in a 
good faith a t t m t  to  corrplete thim process. Weither you or Greg can s l a b  that I have 
not acted i n  good faith.  You almo concadd that we have COM fa r  in thim procus. and 
that sam of tho p r o b l u  I uucowrd with Bellsouth'm pmpomed agreement * a r m  subfm~tial 
and require camidorable more dimcussion and negotiation, Bcwevor, you also mtatd that 
.au of the promad changes I rd. wre not t h a t  wrtant. ro t ,  the rea l i ty  i m  that I 
N u t  S t i l l  W i W  the prwmd follow-on agrmwnt for accuracy, logic and C o g l r t . n u m ;  
urd that it i a  the review d verification pmcesm which i m  tha moat t h n  consuming. 
that t h  has bean .pat. why not wend a l i t t le mxtra more tim t o  get tha docrmrnt &IO 
right. 
grovisiona, tht the language drafted mama everything when it come# to  inwl-ting the 
aar-t . 
YOU uhrimd that instead of c w l e t i a p  OUT discusaionm .nd negotiations over the follow-on 
.9rcunt, BellSouth intends to  unilaterally file an unmigned contract on July 15thh. 
without sup+. 
a t  this t h .  it i m  immsible  t o  f i l e  anything which ref locts  both tha ComnlmmioM' 
0- and the putlam' p r i o r  wre-ta. I dimagree with ~01lSouth'm wroach .  but 
c.Ill1ot force 8.llSauth to  continuo discrumions and nwotiatioru to*.fd. a f ina l  foll- 
-t. I trwt that &llSouth rocormidorm this hard-line approach and acts in a mora 
mS0.blUand .lrlightOned m e r .  - 
WEB. 

- 
L 

- - - . 
*H 

I advisd you that  Supra ham l i t t l e  p n m t  ucperi.lrce in th ia  mud, 

Qce 

" h i m  is particularly true mince Ssllsouth h a m  t a b  the position on a- 

having had a chance to review that document. Ilr also both aurae tht 

- 

R O m :  Jordan, Par* ~Yi~to:ParkWy.JordanQBe11South.CQI1 
9mt: Fridmy, mly  12, 2002 azo0 FM 
To: 'lurk . h c h a l e @ s t i r  .can' 

Subject: July l l t b  and 12th Hoetings 
cc: lollenmke, Greg 

U k .  t h i n  is to confirm the statu. of the ismuem we dinmmmed during our nwotiatioru m 
July 11 and July 12. Where I indicate that Ballsouth agreed t o  make changer With re.p.ct 
to a certain issue and tha t  the issue i m  closed, I a m m u m  that the imue i# Cl0rn.d OElY 
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after BellSouth makes the awead upon chaages. 

Issue 27 - On JUlY 11 after *. explained the issue regarding to Intr.IATA toll. 
I understood U1.t Supra agreed to delete the intr.LATA toll refemc.m in  r t u c m t  3. 
a-r, 0" July 12 YOU told me that you had not agreed to tha daletion. we d i . c r u m d  th. 
reason for the *lation. BallSouth's original proposed agreammt containad a &finition o t  
meal Traffic for r.ciproc.1 cwwonsation purposes that was &sed on retail iocai ulliag 
arena. 
of 
UTA (othor than traffic deliwred war mitchd access urang-ts) is ioclai for 
p u ~ o m u  of reciprocal c-ation. 
traffic -*d b.t- tho parties. and referaces to intr.LATA toil conflict rith the 
Wr-t of the p.rties marding Local Traffic. Traffic that would hw b..n i O t r W A  
toll ii now emmuad in the m a l  Traffic &finition. hu m y  12 conw.atim 
Supra's ability to Offer UTA-wide local calling throuph b11South's witch (Attachant 21 
.nd the coqwuation the partiea uould pay oach other for traffic throughout tha =ti- 
LATA (Attachment 31. Supra is still raviwing the daimtion of the refuaces to ~UIZUTA 
toll. although hrpra ha. wrmd w i t h  the settl-t language Ballsouth pr0vid.d in tha 
agr-t for this issue. aubject to b11~0~th's daletion of the refaronce to Intrar.hm 
toll in Soction 1.4 of Attachmmnt 3. 

Imsum 29 - Supra did not raise an imsue rith tb. language in 8.ction 6.3.1.2 that u u  
inc1ud.d to incOrDOr8t~ the Colaismion's 0rd.r. Supra raimed an objection to At-t 
2, saction 6.3.1.2.31 uhich BallSouth add&-to alla Supra to purcham mwitcbing et u r k t  T - 
ratem, -ita th. fact that tho C d s i s o a  didnot ordor BellSouth to do no. Be118Outh - 
a g r d  to d i f y  th. p-md lawuage to ad6 a santouca to t h m  and of saction 6.3.1.2.3 
am a d '  
follam: .AlterMtiwly. Supra m y  order the fourth or more lines as remold liner 
pur-t to Attachamt 1 of this Agm-t.' 
providing that in the -t Supra find. another apt-t with lower market ratem, tha 
lower marht rates rill w l y  to Supra without an -&at to the agroamnt. 8.11South 
a d d d  this l.nguwe to provide an additional option to supra. we provide t h i s  option to 
virtually a11 c%EZs. BallSouth rill either r o v .  the language (manning Supra will not 
haw the option to purchau WE-P for thm ond wer's fourth or more l a ,  or ua will laam 
in th. lmguage na modified above. If Supra disagraam with the language, uo rill r- 
it, u it una Dot 0- by the colmismion. 

I u w  49 - Supra requested that BellSouth add 1-0 to Atta-t 2, Sactioa 2.17.7, 
cqardino Cut- intexnat accems servicem offered by ~cll~outh, processes 8sllSouth will 
1w to continue to mi& DSL service. to end wers, M obligation to continua providing 
Urd party DSL su-vices owr Supra's tlt18-P linos, and an obligation for BollSouth to 
mtity auch third w t i w  that the third parties should k i n  paying Supra .ny -ts 
ruch Partiem mre prmfiously paying BellSouth. bllsouth offerd the luwuwe directly 
E w  tha Coaismioa'm 0rd.r. 
w i t h  the order. The parties disagree w i t h  reapact to this issue. 

[uue 53 - BellSouth e- to dalete Section 2.5 of Attachnut 2, as BallSouth had 
Lnc1UP.d tht paragraph of the settl-t language in two places. M s  im- is closod. 

m u m  55 - supra w r e d  with BellSouth'm language. 

:.NO 53 - mis immm uas only partially satt1.d by the partiem last fall 

.o th. 1- in tha .gmnwat ulth reapact to the mattlad portion of th. issum only 
'mra has not yet c-td on the 1.noluo. ~011south inc1Ud.d in the agr-t rauudina 
:ha r u i n & r  of Issua 57 to incorporate uhat ras  ordered by the Comnissionl. "ha portim 
If Issue 57 relating to PSIIIS and PIC is closed. 

O a w  18 - BellSouth agrrad to r a m w  the ( e * * )  froa the CSA coluum in m i b i t  A of 
htC.chp.Ilt 1. 
1tf.cblllt 4 BallSouth a g d  lake1 the R.mote Site Collocation document a# AttaCbment 4h. 
nd to separate rechibit E from both Attachment 4 and Attachment 4A eo it will print M a 
-at. document rather than as a continuation of the A t t a c b t  itmalt. This isaue is 1-d. 

uuring our n.gotiationm rith supra last fall, the parties a m a d  to a dafinitia 
Traffic that a*.ume8 that all traffic originating and termiruting in a single 

% a t  boing tha case, there rill b w intram- toll 

inclUdOd Wl-tiOlW t0 YOU Of ha Attachment 2 and Attach.wnt 3 differad V L t h  I..o.Ct to 

b11South did not agree to add laugunga 

bllSouth does not believe the additional languaue colaplies 

Th. i m ~ o  is closod. - 
.# - 

tlu parties .gzud to llrrgluqm relatad to ~ s n a  and PIC. supra agr-d 

BellSouth almo apt& to r- thm note asmodatad with tha ( * * * I .  In 

asue 5 - Supra agreed with BellSouth's language. This isme is closed. 
5 
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-------- 
add 1-w di-tly frcm the ordor as follow: 
cumt-3. via resale of BollSouth sarvices, BollSouth shall  not k r.cplid t o  notify 
supra of it. interit t o  provision DML equipment on supra Wt- 1-n. as long u it 
w i l l  not imir tha voice made service being provisioned by supra to  its cumtamrs.. 
supra also Mt.d to  BollSouth. in tha resale language, t o  refe-• a typo of 1- c u d  
that Supra c l a h  n s  discussed in testimony sing the haariw urd eo .or.. t ha t  m mould 
notify SUP= when th.t tyPa of l ine  u r d  in k i n g  used. BdlSouthh.s witnoss for this 
issue has m t i r d  she. the k i n g .  .nd supra did not IUVO the tochnic.1 inf-tion 
r w d n g  the tw of l ine card dircumred at the hoarins. Thus. 8.llsouth w i l l  not a g r ~ ~  
t o  my additional l.ngucl(le. 

me follwing issues were discussed on a i y  11. 

1.m~ 27 - the -tie* discused  this issw again. as damcribad above. There 1. no 
resolution rouarding BollSouth's proposed deletion of the r e f e r a m u  t o  Intr.GATA toll 
traffic. but Sum ham q r a d  to the settl-t lrngruor noellsouth inmutod in A t t a c t m a t  
3, Soction I, provide4 that the reference to  IntrmTA toll is r d  frcm B r t i o n  1.4. 

I ~ B W  19 - Supra uJw3 (FUstioM warding the language nel18outh inm0rt.d rolatiae to 

'Where &pra prwid.m I.N~CO EO 

supra has not agreed that t h i s  issue is ciosod. 

-ration for ISP-bound t n f f i c .  supra is still roviewiag tho l-ga .nd w . n t s  to . - 
c-6 it to  tho FIX'. - order. ?hum. t h i ~ i s s u o  is u t i l i  open to  supra. - 
Issw 42 - Supra uked to dolete the last sentonce of section 8.2 and replace it W i t h  th. 
following lmgugo from tho Wxmotro agr-tr 'x-r, both Dut ies  recognize that 
#itrutions rrist that would necessitate bil l ing the one yur l imi t  am P.IIPIttod by 
law. These exceptions includo:' BollSouth agreed to  this churp.. This issw ia closed. 

I~DU~. 1U m d  118 - supra requested that BallSouth add t o  Attac-t 6, Soction 15.5, 
1.ngrug. atatinp that i f  Supra f i l e s  a cmpl.int with the Conmrimion, BellSouth w i l l  
pre- tlut suprr has f i l d  a valid or good fa i th  bi l l ing dispute. Supra was relying m 
language f w  the reconsideration order, but in Bellsouth's view, tho Camismion was 
-1y referomzing l.nplug0 frm the original o r d u  that stated S 9 r a  u y  amk tho 
Colrission for a ~ t l y  i f  B.11South has M o d  a bil l ing dimpute and intondm to  disconnect 
supra. 

IUUI) 1 2  - 6UPrA a o m d  to  BellSouth's language. 

Iuue 1 5  - SUom askod B.llSoutb to  add e stat-t that it would also ccmply W i t h  tho 
~ a f o r u ~ c e  ~mses-t plan o r d u d  by tha c d s s i m .  aellsouth .prod but no mpocific 
l a a u ~ ~ e  n~ . o r a d  upon. supra l o f t  i t  to  BcllSouth t o  add approprimto lmqrug.. 
BollSouth w i l l  delate tho f i r s t  sentonce of Attwhmont 10 urd add tho follarino #aitmc. 
in liou thoroof: .E10118outh shall provide to  s u r p  %loco. those Porf-c. Mou-ts 
eWlished by the Commission in order NO. PsC-O1-1819-~~-TP, and tho a*sociat.d 
Perfopunc. Am...- t Plan  ordered by th. Cormission. - 
This and my provioun d l s  describing the partiom' nogotiations sinco W e  28 amc1ud.s 
th issws 

mettlod in October), 20,  21, 22, 23, 14, 28, 32A. 32B. 33, 34, 38, 40. 46, 47. 57 (0th.r 
thn that portion the parties set t led in October), 59, 60, 61, 62. 63. 65. 66. 

Parkoy Jordan 
b11South hlecmaunications, Inc. 

d' 

~ollSouth would not agree t o  supra's proposal. Th. partiu dimagroo. 

This issue is Closed. 

- t th. m i o a  dL.ol.m.d. supr. has not p t  A d - o r  dimcummod with 
BellSouth e following ravining ismuom: 16, 18 lot- thm that portion th. W i w  
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DOCKET NO. 001305-TP 
DATE: 07/25/02 

CASE BACKOR OUND 

On September 1, 2000, BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc. 
(BellSouth) filed a petition for arbitration of certain issues in 
a new interconnection agreement with Supra Telecommunications and 
Information Systems, Inc. (Supra). BellSouth's petition raised 
fifteen disputed issues. Supra filed its response, and this matter 
was set for hearing. In its response Supra raised an additional' 
fifty-one issues. In an attempt to identify and clarify the issues 
in this docket, issue identification meeting0 were held on January 
8 ,  2001, and January 23, 2001. At the conclusion of the January 23 
meeting, the parties were asked by Commission staff to prepare a 
list with the final wording of theissues as they understood them. 
BellSouth submitted such a list, but Supka did not, choosing 

arbitration proceedings. On February 6 ,  2001, BellSouth filed its 
response. In Order No. PSC-01-1180-FOF-T1, issued May 23, 2001, 
the Commission denied Supra's motion to dismiss, but on its own 
motion ordered the parties to comply with the terms of their prior 
agreement by holding an inter-company Review Board meeting. Such 
a meeting was to be held within 14 days of the issuance of the 
Commission's order, and a report on the outcome of the meeting was 
to be filed with the Commission within 10 days after completion of 
the meeting. The parties were placed on notice that the meeting 
was to comply with Section 252(b) ( 5 )  of the Telecommunications Act 
of 1996 (Act). 

instead to file on January 29, 2001, a motion to dismiss the 1) ',; 

Pursuant to the Commission's Order, the parties held meetings 
on May 29, 2001, June 4, 2001, and June 6 ,  2001. The parties then 
filed post-meeting reports. Thereafter, several of the original 
issues were withdrawn by the parties. An additional twenty issues 
were withdrawn or resolved by the parties either during mediation 
dz' the hearing, or in subsequent meetings. A1 t hough some 
additional issues were settled, thirty-seven disputed issues 
remained. 

The Commission conducted an administrative hearing in this 
matter on September 26-27, 2001. On February 8 ,  2002. staff filed 
its post-hearing recommendation for the Commission's consideration 
at the February 19, 2002, Agenda Conference. Prior to the Agenda 
Conference, the item was deferred. 

On February 13, 2002, Supra filed a Motion asking that the 
item not be considered until additional legal briefing could be had 
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addressing the impact of the decision of the United states Court of 
Appeals, Eleventh Circuit (hereinafter ‘1lU Circuit”), Cir. Order 
Nos. 00-12809 and 00-12810, the consolidated appeals of BellSout h 
Te 1 e c m n  ications. Inc. v. MCIMetro Access Transmission Services, 
Inc., D.C. Docket No. 99-00248-CV-JOF-1 and BellSouth 
Telecommun ications, Inc. v. WorldCom Technolosies. InC. And 

respectively. In the alternative, Supra requested oral argument on 
the impact of that decision on Issue 1 of the staff’s 
recommendation. By Order No. PSC-02-0202-PCO-TP, issued February 
15, 2002, the request for additional briefing was granted. Parties 

- were directed to file their supplemental briefs by February 19, 
2002. In rendering its final decision, the Commission noted that 
it had consid;red the additional briefing. 

E.SD ire Commun ications. Inc., D.C. Docket NO. 99-00249-CV-JOF-l,, 

- 
*5f 

Also on February 18, 2002, Supra filed a Motion for Rehearing, 
Motion for Appointment of a Special Master, Motion for Indefinite 
Deferral, and Motion for Oral Argument. BellSouth filed its 
response on February 21, 2002. 

On February 21, 2002, Supra filed a Renewed Motion for 
Indefinite Stay of Docket No. 001305-TP, and an Alternative Renewed 
Motion for Oral Argument. On February 22, 2002, BellSouth filed 
its Response in opposition. 

On February 27, 2002, Supra filed a Motion for Oral Arguments 
on Procedural Question Raised by Commission staff and Wrongful 
Denial of Due Process. BellSouth filed its Response in opposition 
on March 1, 2002. 

By Order No. PSC-02-0413-FOF-TP (Final Order), issued March 
2-q. 2002, the Commission resolved the substantive issues presented 
for its consideration, as well as several procedural motions filed 
by Supra on February 18, 21, and 27. A few minor scrivener’s 
errors were corrected by Order No. PSC-02-0413A-FOF-TP, issued 
March 2 8 ,  2002. Pursuant to the Notice of Further Proceedings set 
forth in Order No. PSC-02-0413-FOF-TP and Rule 25-22.060, Florida 
Administrative Code, any motion for reconsideration of the Final 
Order was due on April 10, 2002. 

On April 1, 2002, Supra filed a Motion to Extend the Due Date 
for  Filing Motion f o r  Reconsideration of Final Order. By Order No. 
PSC-02-0464-PCO-TP, issued April 4 ,  2002, the Motion was denied. 
On April 8 ,  2002, Supra filed a Motion for Reconsideration of 
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Commission Order No. PSC-02-0464-PCO-TP. By Order No. pSC-02-0496- 
PCO-TP, issued April 10, 2002, the Motion for Reconsideration was 
denied. 

On that same day, April 10, Supra filed a Motion for 
Reconsideration of Denial of its Motion for Rehearing of Order No. 
PSC-02-0413-FOF-TP. Supra also filed a separate Motion for 
Reconsideration and Clarification of Order No. PSC-02-0413-FQF-TP,' 
portions of which were identified as confidential. On April 17, 
2002, BellSouth filed responses in opposition to both Motions. 

- Also on April 17, 2002, Supra filed a Motion to Disqualify and 
Recuse Commission staff and Commission Panel ff5m All Further 
Consideratl'on of This Docket and To Refer Docket to DOAH for all 

response. This motion has been separately addressed. 
Further Proceedings. On April 24, 2002, BellSouth filed its , *d 

Also on April 24, 2002, Supra filed a Motion to Extend Due 
Date for Filing Executed Interconnection Agreement and a Motion to 
Strike and Reply to BellSouth's Opposition to Supra's Motion for 
Reconsideration for New Hearing. On May 1, 2002, BellSouth filed 
its responses. The extension was granted, in part, and denied, in 
part, by Order No. PSC-02-0637-PCO-TP, issued May 8 ,  2002. 
Thereafter, onMay 15, 2002, BellSouth asked for reconsideration of 
that Order. Supra filed its response in opposition on May 22, 
2002. 

On April 24, 2002, Supra also filed a Motion to Strike and 
Reply to BellSouth's Opposition to Supra's Motion for 
Reconsideration for New Hearing. BellSouth filed its response in 
opposition on May 1, 2002. 
.z On May 7, 2002, Supra filed a Motion for Leave to File Reply 
to BellSouth's Opposition to Motion to Strike, or in the 
Alternative, to Strike New Issues Raised in BellSouth's opposition. 
On May 16, 2002, BellSouth filed its response in Opposition. 

On May 13, 2002, BellSouth filed its Request for Leave to File 
Supplemental Authority. 

On May 24, 2002, BellSouth filed a Motion for  Reconeideration 
of Order No. PSC-02-0663-CFO-TP, wherein the Prehearing Officer 
denied confidential treatment of certain information contained in 
an April 1, 2002, letter to Commissioner Palecki. 
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On May 29, 2002, Supra filed a Motion for Reconsideration of 
Order No. PSC-02-0700-PCO-TP. 

By Order No. PSC-02-0878-FOF-TP, issued July 1, 2002, the 
Commission rendered its decisions on the identified procedural 
Motions and Motions for Reconsideration. Therein, the Commission 
required the parties to file their final interconnection agreement, 
complying with the Commission's decision by July 15, 2002. 

On June 17, 2002, Supra filed a Motion to Strike BellSouth's 
letter of October 30, 2001, to Blanca Bayo; Strike BellSouth's 
post-hearing position/summary with respect to Issue B; and to 
Alter/Amend Final Order pursuant to F.R.C.T. 1.540(B). OnJune-28, 
2002, BellSouth filed its response in opposition. 

.(r 

On July 8 ,  2002, Supra filed a Motion to Stay, which has been 
separately addressed by the Commission. 

On July 15, 2002, Supra filed a Notice of Compliance with 
Order No. PSC-02-0878-FOF-TP, Notice of BellSouth's Refusal to 
Continue Negotiations Over Follow-Up Agreement, and Motion to 
Compel BellSouth to Continue Good Faith Negotiations on Follow-Up 
Agreement. On July 18, 2002, BellSouth filed its Response in 
Opposition. 

Also on July 15, 2002, BellSouth filed an interconnection 
agreement, along with an Emergency Motion for Expedited Commission 
Action. On July 22, 2002, Supra filed its Response in Opposition. 

Also on July 22, 2002, Supra filed a Motion to Strike the 
proposed interconnection agreement submitted by BellSouth on July 
15, 2002. To date, BellSouth has not filed a response, but staff 
wYl1 provide the Commissioners with a copy if one is filed prior to 
the scheduled Agenda Conference. 

This is staff's recommendation on the Motions to Strike and 
Amend Final Order, Motion to Compel negotiations, Motion for 
Expedited Commission Action, and the filed interconnection 
agreement. 

JIIRISDICTION 

The Commission has jurisdiction in this matter pursuant to 
Section 252 of the Act to arbitrate interconnection agreements, as 
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well as Sections 364.161 and 364.162, Florida Statutes. Section 
252 states that a State Commission shall resolve each issue set 
forth in the petition and response, if any, by imposing the 
appropriate conditions as required. Further, while Section 252(e) 
of the Act reserves the state’s authority to impose additional 
conditions and terms in an arbitration consistent with the Act and 
its interpretation by the FCC and the courts, we utilize discretion, 
in the exercise of such authority. In addition, Section 
120.80(13) (d), Florida Statutes, authorizes this Commission to 
employ procedures necessary to implement the Act. 

The Commission retains jurisdiction pursuant to Section 252 

a final arbitrated interconnection agreement. See also GTE Florida 

has jurisdiction only ‘to determine whether the agreement or 
statement meets the requirements of’ the Act.”); citing GTE South, 
Jnc. v. Breathitt, 963 F. Supp. 610, 1997 WL 202470 (E.D. Ky. 
1997); GTE South, Inc. v. Morrison, 957 F. Supp. 8 0 0 .  1997 WL 
82527 (E.D. Va. 1997); GTE Northwest, Inc. v. Nelson, 969 F. Supp. 
654 (W.D. Wash. 1997); GTE Northwest, Inc. v. Hamilton, Civil 

v. Wood, Civil Action No. 97-3 ( S . D .  Tex. March 13, 1997) (stating 
“the Court is persuaded that 5 252(e) (6) does not extend the scope 
of review to determinations prior to the stage of approval or 
rejection of the agreement or statement.”) 

(e) of €he Telecommunications Act of 1996 for - purposes of approving 
v. Johnson, 964 F. Supp. 333 (N.D. Fla. 1997) (stating, ”this court *d- 

- 

Action No. 97-6021 (D. Ore. March 28, 1997); GTE southwest. In C. 

.. 
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